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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time maybe available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a)- In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 May 2001 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 14 May 2001 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)l3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C, § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * OD None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . . 

3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)), 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892)* 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) P^er No(s)/Mail Date. • 

3) M Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 3/24/04. 7/22/04 . ^ 6) S Other: see attached office ac tion. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figure 1 1 is objected to because of several problems in line clarity, uncleai* blocks 
sections, etc, which make the figure illegible. Conected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 
CFR 1. 121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or 
figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is 
to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed fi*om the replacement sheet, and where 
necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additionalreplacement sheets 
may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) 
should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to 
obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. In addition to Replacement Sheets containing the corrected drawing figure(s), applicant is 
required to submit a marked-up copy of each Replacement Sheet including annotations 
indicating the changes made to the previous version. The marked-up copy must be clearly 
labeled as "Annotated Marked-up Drawings" and must be presented in the amendment or 
remarks section that explains the change(s) to the drawings. See 37 CFR 1 . 121(d). Failure to 
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timely submit the proposed drawing and marked-up copy will result in the abandonment of the 
application- 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and disthictly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which apphcant regards as the 
invention. 

5. Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term of a 
claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine the claim 
term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on 
notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp. v. 
HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir, 1999). The term 
"degenerated" in claim 3 is used by the claim to mean "recognizing that two or more words 
should be grouped to one idea, i.e. 'application thread'", while the accepted meaning is 
"breaking up or parsing the words." The term is indefinite because the specification does not 
clearly redefine the term. 

6. Claim 3 recites the limitation "degenerated thing" in claim 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubhcation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Husick et al. 
(5,675,788). 

9. For claim 1, Husick teaches a method (abstract) for arranging information from 
information sources (col. 1, line 5 - col. 7, line 10) which are connected via network (col. 8, line 
50 - col. 9, line 25), comprising the steps of: 

a. Periodically circulating a plurality of registered information sources (Fig. 1 , 
#1 12) to collect information (col. 9, lines 15-20); 

b. Selecting words for topical elements from the collected information (Fig. 7); 

c. Clustering the selected set of words (Fig. 10); and 

d. Based on the result of the clustering (col. 2, lines 5-20; col. 5, line 60 ~ col. 6, line 
5), displaying information elements in each cluster (Fig. 4A) based on the time base (col. 
14, lines 40-50; published date), and at the same time displaying main keywords from 
among a set of words in each cluster as representative keywords of that cluster (col. 4, 
lines 15-60). 

10. For claim 2, Husick teaches displaying supplementary information based on keywords 
included in a text part of the information elements in each cluster (Fig. 4c, 348a). 

1 1 . For claim 3, Husick teaches that wherein when a plurality of words can be degenerated 
into one thing (col. 24, line 10; "George Bush"), further comprising the step of: 

a. Making the degenerated thing a degenerated expression (Fig. 6b, #142c; col. 23, 
line 8 - col. 26, line 25); and 



Application/Control Number: 09/854,615 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2141 

b. Said displaying step of displaying the degenerated expression which has newly 
appeared in each cluster as supplementary information (Fig. 6B, #142L). 

12. For claim 4, Husick teaches selecting the words which have newly appeared with highly 
weighting (Fig. 6B, #142g). 

13. For claim 5, Husick teaches that for a specific information source where a specific word 
is selected, selecting words for topical elements in view of supports by the word from other 
information sources among said plurality of information sources (col, 31, line 40 - col. 35, line 
26). 

14. Claim 6 is drawn to the limitations in claim 1, but adds accepting a registration of 
information sources to acquire information therefrom and words a user has interest in from the 
user, which Husick also teaches (col. 36, lines 13-31), Therefore, since claim 1 is rejected, claim 
6 is also rejected for the reasons above. 

15. For claim 7, Husick teaches determining a degree of interest of the user in the individual 
information sources (col 35, lines 35-55) and selecting words which have appeared in the 
information sources with a high degree of interest, with increasing a significance of said words 
(col. 36, line 30 - col. 37, line 40). 

16. Claims 8 and 9 are drawn to the limitations in claims 1 and 5 combined, but add 
investigating a change of contents to collect information, which Husick also teaches (Fig. 3, 
#112). Therefore, since claims 1 and 5 are rejected, claims 8 and 9 are also rejected for the 
reasons above, 

17. For claim 10, Husick teaches calculating an amount of topics which individual sites have 
provided based on the number of extracted elements (Figs. 10-12), and accumulating an index 
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showing a topic supply capacity of the sites based on the calculated amount of topics (Fig. 4A, 
#349a) 

18. Claims 1 1 and 12 are drawn to a hardware system that implements the method drawn in 
claim 1 . It is well known in the art that a system implementation is functionally equivalent to the 
underlying method. Therefore, since claim 1 is rejected, claims 1 1 and 12 are also rejected for 
the reasons above. A teaching that shows the functional equivalence will be included upon 
request. 

19. For claim 13, Husick teaches that the output means not only displays on a display device 
(Fig. 1, #104), but also outputs electronic information on a terminal (Fig. 1, #102) connected via 
a network (Fig. 1, #108). 

20. Claims 14 and 15 are drawn to a hardware system that implements the method drawn in 
claims 6 and 7, respectively. It is well known in the art that a system implementation is 
functionally equivalent to the underlying method. Therefore, since claims 6 and 7 are rejected, 
claims 14 and 15 are also rejected for the reasons above. A teaching that shows the functional 
equivalence will be included upon request. 

21. Claims 16 and 17 are drawn to a software system that implements the method drawn in 
claim 1. It is well known in the art that a system implementation is functionally equivalent to the 
underlying method. Therefore, since claim 1 is rejected, claims 16 and 17 are also rejected for 
the reasons above. A teaching that shows the functional equivalence will be included upon 
request. 

22. Claim 1 8 is drawn to a software system that implements the method drawn in claim 8. It 
is well known in the ail that a system implementation is functionally equivalent to the underlying 
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method. Therefore, since claim 8 is rejected, claim 18 is also rejected for the reasons above. A 
teaching that shows the functional equivalence will be included upon request. 
23: Claim 19 is drawn to a software system with program transmission apparatus that 
implements the method drawn in claim 1 . It is well known in the art that a system 
implementation is functionally equivalent to the underlying method. Therefore, since claim 1 is 
rejected, claim 19 is also rejected for the reasons above. A teaching that shows the functional 
equivalence will be included upon request. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

24. The information disclosure statement filed 24 March 2004 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1.98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently 
understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most knowledgeable about the 
content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in the English language. It has been 
placed in the application file, but the "Text mining" article referred to therein has not been 
considered. 

Conclusion 

25. The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melvin H Pollack whose telephone number is (703) 305-4641. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F, 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (703) 305-4003. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MHP 

15 September 2004 




y RUPAL DHARIA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



